REMARKS 

The Office Action dated May 6, 2008 has been careftilly reviewed. Claims i-8 are 
curreniiy pending. Reconsideration of the grounds of rejection is respectfuUy requested in view 
of the reraarks herein . 
Summary of the Office Action 

Claims 1 -8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, *f 2 as being indefinite for failing to 
pailicuhifly point out and di.stioctly claim the subject matier which applicant .regard.s as tl>e 
invention. 

Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 
5 J 16,682 ("Chakravartv'). 

Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 L'.S.C. § i03(a) as being obvious over Chakravarti. 
Response to Office Action 

A, Rejection of Claims 1 -8 under 35 aSX\ § 1 12, f 2 

Applicant has amended the temi "static voltage of +/- 400 volts" to a "static voltage 
between -400 to -*-400 volte" as supported at paragraph |000S| of the insiani speciiiicatjon. 
Applicant i^equests entr>' of this amendment and withdrawal of this rejection. 

B. Rejection of (Claims 1-8 under 35 LLSXl § 1 02(b) 
Claims 1-8 stand rejected under 35 U,S.C. § 102(b). 

In resjx^nse to the Exajniner's rejection of claims 1-8, the AppUcajit states that 
Cliakravarit fiail to disclose each and e\'^iy limitation of claims 1-8, "A claim is anticipated only 
if each and eveiy element as set fortij in the claims is found, either expressly or inherently 
described, in a singk prior art refemnce." Penkgrnil Bros. v. Union Oil Co. ofCaiifornia, 814 
F.2d 628, 63 i (Fed. Cir. 1987). 

Amended independent claim 1 provides for: a fdament yarn having wielding less than 
about 6 mni . a static voltage betxveen -400 to +400 volts, and a water contact angle greater than or 
equal to about 65 ^. but less than about 90 ^ . 



Amended independent claim 5 provides for: a tabric comprising woven fiiament yam 
haviiig wickiiig [ess tiiajX.abo:Ut 6 mm, a static voltage behveen -400 to 4400 volts, mid a water 
contact angle greater than or equal to about 65 °. but less ihm about 90 ^. 

Hie Office Action has cited Chalcravarti as aoticipating independent claims 1 and 5. 
Cliakravaiti describes a pixicess for producmg ajai-wickuig polyestef yam. Col. 2, {ijies 7-9. Tlie 
examples of Cbakravarti illustrate yams witlj vvicking levels of Y*" to and contact angle of 
approximately 1(K) 

Applicant respectfully ^serts that Charfcravarti does not disclose the limitations of 
independent claims 1 md 5 as underlined iti the above paragraphs. First, the claims recite a 
wicking value of less timn about 6 mm. whereas Charkravarti discloses a wicking value of 14 
inch, or 6.35 mm. to Va inch, or 12.7 mm . The m\$c in Charktavajti does not touch or overlap the 
recited wickmg value in claims 1 atid 3. Second, Charkixwarti stJites tlic water contact £«igie is 
peater than 90 whereas pending claims 1 md 5 recited a water contact angle less tiian 90 °. 

in connection with die claim limitation of a static voltage between -400 to +400 volts, the 
Offjce -Acbon states the Primarv' E.xaminer lias reason to believe that the Charkravaiti yar« 
inherently possess this static voltage dne to the fiber composition and coating. Applicant 
respectftiily disagrees. Applicant directs tlie Examiner's attention to €oL 4, lines 22-28 which 
states: 

ThQ drv'ing and heat curing must be sufficient to make the yam hydrophobic so 
that the water contact angle is generally gi^eater than about 90 ^ and preierabiy 
between 95 " aiid 120". 

Apphcants submit that pnacessing parameters, and not composition alone, are responsible for the 

water conUicf angle. 

FurtliermoK;, Table I of the present application shows the v*,dcking value, contact angle 
and static volts for seveml fluoropoiyraer coated polyester yarns. The yam coated witlj 3M F359 
fiuorocarbon, has a wicking vaUje of 7.8 mm, contact angle of 61 .35 and a static voltage of 72. 
'Il^e yam coated vt ith 3M F359 fluorocai'bon (without emulsifies or antistat) has a wicking value 
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of 2.6 mm, contact awgle of 69.25 * and a static voltage of 2362. This data indicates tliat that 

static voltage Ix^tween -400 to * 400 volts is not necessarily prescst in the compositions of 
Chaikravarti. 

Dependent claims 2-4 depend directly or indirectly from the aUowabie base claim 1 . 
Tlierefore, depe«dent claims 2-4 are alknvable at least becaitse of tlieir depeiideact; on au 
allovvable base claim. 

Depende«t claims 6-8 depend directiy or uidirectiy from the aliowable base claim 5. 
llitM eforc, depende nt claims 6-8 are allowable at least because of tlieir depeffdence on an 
aliowable base claim. 

C. RejecUoa of Claims 1-8 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

In response to the Examiners rejection of claims 1-8, the Applicant respectfidly asserts 
that the pending claims aje allowable over tlie cited references because tlie Exatmaer lias laiied to 
establish prima fade case of obviousness. The MPEP states, in relevant part: 

To establish a pr/ma case of obviousness, tliree basic criteria must be 

met. First, there mml be so«K' suggestion or snotivation, either in the 
references themselves or in die knowledge generally available to one of 
ordinary' skill in the art, to modify the reference or (o combine reference 
teachings. Second, there must be a reasonable expectation of success. 
FiBaliy, the prior art reference (or references when combined) must teach or 
suggest all of tlie claim limitations. MPEP § 2143. 

For at least the reasons discussed in Part B mid below, the Examiner has failed to 
establish a. prima facie case of obviousness, with respect to Cliakravaiti, and claims 1-8 are 
patentable. 

Regarding the ranges of water contact ajigle. Applicant asserts that the ranges recited in 

independent cl aims 1 and 5 w ould not be obvious to one of skill in the art as Chak ravarti teaches 

to use ranges greater than 90 At Col. 4, lines 26-30, Chakravarti stales; 

Hie diving and hctJt curing must be sufficient to make the yam hydrophobic so 
that, the water contact angle is generally gmater than about 90 * and preferably 
be:tween S>5 '~' and 120 A water contact angle gix'ater tban 90 " makes a surface 
non-wettabie atid hence imparts better iiiUi-wicking properties. 
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Because Charkravatti does not teach or suggest all the chum Uraitations md it would not be 
obv ious to trj- water contact angle ranges less than 90 °, Applicaiiis respectf iiJiy sifbmit tliat 
claims 1 md 5 are non-obvious over Chakravarti. 

Dependent claims 2-4 depend directly or indirectly from the aUowahie base clatm 1 . 
Tlieretbre, dependent claims 2-4 are allowable at least because of tlieir depeiideace an an 
allovvable base claim. 

Dependent claims 6-8 depend directiv or uidirectiy from the allowable base claim 5. 
lliereforc, dependent claims 6-8 arc allowable at least because of tlieir dependence on an 
allowable base claim, 

CONCLUS10.N 

la view of die foregoing remarks, it is submitted that pendiag claims i-8 are in condition 
for aitovva^ee. Accordingly, reconsideration and timeis aliowaiice of claims 1-8 are requested. 

Applicant respectfully neque^ reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections based on 
35 O.S.C. § 112, 1i 2, 35 U.S.C. § 102(b), and 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) presented in the Office Action 
mailed May 6, 2008. Tire Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned at 2 .i 5-963-4764 to 
discuss any matter concerning this Applicatton. 

The Commissioner is hereby authomed by tins paper to charge aay fees due in 
connection with the filing of tlie response to Deposit Account No. 50-03.10. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Septei:Hber>x.20M By: /SharonBMcCullcn/ 

Date S!?aron B. McCiillen 

Reg, No, 54.303 

MORGAN, LEWIS & BOCKIUS, .LLP 
1701 Market Stjcet 
Philadelphia, PA 19103-2921 
Telephone: (215)963-4764 
Facsimile; (215) 963-5001 
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